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REMARKS 

Responsive to the Office Action dated August 25. 2005. Applicants have, by the 
foregoing, cancelled claims 38 and 39, amended claims 30-33 and 35-37, and added new 
claims 40 and 41 for consideration by the Examiner, Accordingiy, remaining in the 
application is independent claim 1 with its dependent claims 2 and 3; independent claim 4 
with its dependent claims 5-11; independent claim 12 with its dependent claims 13-19; 
independent claim 20 with its dependent claims 21-29; and independent claim 30 with its 
dependent claims 31-37, 40 and 41. 

In the Drawings and Specification 

The Office Action indicates that the drawings and specification are objected to due 
to "a discrepancy between what is covered by daim 30 and what is described in the written 
description" and shown in the drawings. By the foregoing amendments, daim 30 has been 
revised, and now believed to be consistent with the specification and drawings as originally 
filed. 

In the Claims 

The Office Action indicates that the claims are objected to due to the above- 
mentioned discrepancy. Additionally, the Office Action indicates that dalms 30, 35, 36 and 
39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. §1 02(b) as being anticipated by Hulburt et al. 

By the foregoing amendments, claim 30 has been revised to clariiy the discrepancy 
with the specification and to include the subject matter of claim 31. As such, daim 30 
along with its dependent claim 31-37, 40 and 41 are believed to be in proper form and 
distinguish over the prior art of record. 

Terminal Disclaimer 

The Office Action states that "[t]he tenminal disclaimer filed on May 6, 2004 has 
been accepted" and recorded. It is believed that this language was inadvertently included 
in the Office Action, as Applicants have not submitted a terminal disclaimer in the present 
application. 
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CONCLUSION 

It is respectfully submitted that the foregoing amendments and discussion are fully 
responsive to the latest Office Action and that the claims are in proper form. Having 
addressed all of the outstanding objections and/or rejections, the subject application is now 
believed to be in condition for allowance. Reconsideration of the claims and an early 
notice of allowability Is eamestly solicited. 

Alternatively, in the interests of compact prosecution and advancing this application 
to issue, Applicants respectfully request that the Examiner telephone the undersigned to 
discuss any of the foregoing and/or to make any suggestions that the Examiner may have 
to place the case in condition for allowance. 



Respectfully submitted. 

FAY. SHARPE, PAGAN, 
MINNICH & McKEE, LLP 

October 6. 2005 

Date Ja(V F/Moldovanyi, Reg. No. 29^78 

Mattnew P. Dugan, Reg. No, 44,663 
1100 Superior Avenue, Seventh Floor 
Cleveland, OH 44114-2579 
216-861-5582 



Cektificate of Mailing 
Under 37 C.F.R. § 1.8, 1 certify ihgt this Amendment Is t)eing 

□ deposited with the Untted States Postal Service as First Class mail, addressed to: MAIL STOP 
AMENDMENT, Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box 1460, Alexar^dria, VA 22313-1450 on the date 
indicated below. 

ISI transmitted via lacsimile in accordance with 37 C.F.R. § 1 .8 on the date indicated below. 

□ deposited wrtti the United States Postal Service "Express Mail Post Office to Addressee' service under 37 
C.F.R. 1.10 on the date indicated below and is addressed to: MAIL STOP AMENDMENT, Commissioner 
for Patents. P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450. 
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Date 

October 6, 2005 


Printed Name 

Iris E Weber 



N:>HULZ\200003VUS\IEW0003153VC01 ^ 



PA6E13l13'RCVDAT1(li6l20(l5 11:23:59 AM (Eastern Daylight Tiine]'SVR:USI^^^ 



